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Applicant respectfully submits the enclosed Appeal Brief pursuant to 37 
C.F.R. § 41.37 and requests the Examiner's rejection of claims be reversed and 
that the application be remanded to the Examiner for allowance. 

This Brief is submitted in response to the Notification of Non-Compliant 
Brief mailed on June 5, 2008. This brief corrects the summary of claimed 
subject matter by specific reference to page and line numbers and drawings of 
the specification 



PAGE 2/26 * RCVD AT 6/18/2008 9:31 :39 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/32 ' DNIS:2738300 * CS1D:8645031999 ' DURATION (mm-ss):06-06 



06/18/2008 09:44 8645031999 MILLIKEN LEGAL PAGE 03 



I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The assignee Milliken & Company is the real party in interest. 
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CENTRAL FAX CINTiR 

JUN 1 8 2008 



II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

None. 

///. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22-23, and 37-41 are currently rejected and 
presented for appeal. Claims 1-9, 11-12, 17, 19-21 and 24-36 have been 
canceled. 

A Preliminary Amendment was filed on October 29, 2003 canceling 
original claims and submitting instead claims 10-35. 

By Amendment dated September 16, 2005 several claims were amended, 
and claims 17, 21 and 26-28 were canceled. New claims 36-38 were added. 

Another Amendment filed on January 24, 2006 amended claims 10, 24, 
25 and 36. 

A Response filed on February 28, 2006 amended claims 10, 24, 25 and 

36. 

A Response filed on September 21, 2006 canceled claims 1-9, 17, 21, 24- 

36. 

An Amendment was filed on April 12, 2007. Claims 1-9, 11-12, 17, 19- 
21 , and 24-36 were canceled. New claims 39-41 were added. 

Claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22, 23, and 37-41 were rejected in a final rejection 
on July 12, 2007. 
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A Response was filed on October 31, 2007 with a Request for Continuing 
Examination presenting pending claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22-23, 37-41. 

Claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22-23, and 37-41 are currently rejected in an office 
action mailed on January 24, 2008, and these rejected claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22- 
23, and 37-41 now are presented for appeal. Claims 1-9, 11-12, 17, 19-21 and 
24-36 have been canceled and are not presented for appeal. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

An action rejecting the claims was issued on June 16, 2005. Later, a 
Request for Continuing Examination and a Response was submitted on February 
28, 2006. A Final Actjon rejecting the claims was issued on April 21 , 2006. On 
April 12, 2007 additional amendments were made to claim 10, 13, 18, 23. A 
Response was filed on October 31 , 2007 in which the claims were not amended, 
but were restated. At that time, further argument and declaratory evidence was 
submitted. Another office action rejecting the claims was mailed on January 24, 
2008. No further amendments have been made to the claims since that time. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Independent claims 10, 18 and 23 are the only independent claims on 
appeal. 

Independent claim 1 is directed to an inflatable airbag cushion having 
multiple fabric layers and closely spaced woven in joints that resist gas 
permeation. Page 9, line 20 to Page 11, line 2. Crossover yarn configurations 
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may be employed as well, which achieve an advantageously tight gas seal at the 
woven in joints. Pages 12-16; see also page 14, lines 20-25 and page 15, lines 
10-20; see also Figures 5-6. It describes an inflatable airbag cushion having 
multiple layers and closely spaced interconnected joints. Page 9, line 20 to 
Page 1 1 , line 2. The joints are separated by no more than about four yarns 
between the first and second interconnected joints in the embodiment of claim 
10, in the most preferred practice. Page 15, line 15-16. Further, the joints are 
defined by crossover yarns alternating from a position in the first layer to a 
position in the second layer, wherein.,a plain weave is maintained across each of 
the interconnected joints. Pages 12-16; see also page 14, lines 20-25 and page 
15, lines 10-20; see Figures 5-6. Further, the crossover yarns are substantially 
free of floats at the interconnected joints. Figures 5-6; pages 13-15; page 14, 
lines 19-25; page 15, lines 1-8; page 18; lines 1-6. 

Independent claim 18 is directed to an inflatable airbag cushion having 
multiple fabric layers and closely spaced woven in joints that resist gas 
permeation. Page 9, line 20 to Page 1 1 , line 2. Crossover yarn configurations 
may be employed as well, which achieve an advantageously tight gas seal at the 
woven in joints. Pages 12-16; see also page 14, lines 20-25 and page 15, lines 
10-20, see also Figures 5-6. It describes an inflatable airbag cushion having 
multiple layers and closely spaced interconnected joints. Page 9, line 20 to 
Page 1 1 , line 2. The joints are separated by two to four yarns between the first 
and second interconnected joints. Page 15, line 15-16. Further, the joints are 
defined by crossover yams alternating from a position in the first layer to a 
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position in the second layer, wherein a plain weave is maintained across each of 
the interconnected joints. Pages 12-16; see also page 14, lines 20-25 and page 
15, lines 10-20; see Figures 5-6. 

Independent claim 23 is directed to an inflatable airbag cushion having 
multiple fabric layers and closely spaced woven in joints that resist gas 
permeation. Page 9, line 20 to Page 11, line 2. Crossover yarn configurations 
may be employed as well, which achieve an advantageously tight gas seal at the 
woven in joints. Pages 12-16; see also page 14, lines 20-25 and page 15, lines 
10-20; see also Figures 5-6. It describes an inflatable airbag cushion having 
multiple layers and closely spaced interconnected joints. Page 9, line 20 to 
Page 1 1 , line 2. The joints are separated by two to four yarns between the first 
and second interconnected joints. Page 15, line 15-16; Figures 5-6. Further, 
the joints are defined by crossover yarns alternating from a position in the first 
layer to a position in the second layer, wherein a plain weave is maintained 
across each of the interconnected joints. Pages 12-16; see also page 14, lines 
20-25 and page 15, lines 10-20, see Figures 5-6. 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

Whether claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22-23 and 37-41 are patentable under 35 
U.S.C. §1 03(a) in light of Japanese Patent Disclosure 50-145875 (herein 
"Japanese 875 Patent" or "Japanese 875 disclosure", or "Japanese 875"). 
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W/. ARGUMENT 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) over tfie Japanese 875 Patent 

Claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22-23 and 37-41. 

The present invention relates to an inflatable airbag cushion having 
multiple fabric layers and closely spaced woven in joints that resist gas 
permeation. Crossover yarn configurations may be employed, which achieve an 
advantageously tight gas seal at the woven in joints. This can be seen in 
Figures 5 and 6, which shows one embodiment having four yarns per side (or per 
layer) between the woven in closely spaced joints 16 in Figures 5-6. 

Independent claims 10, 18 and 23 are the independent claims on appeal. 
These claims call for an inflatable airbag cushion having multiple layers and 
closely spaced interconnected joints. The joints are separated by no more than 
about four yarns between the first and second interconnected joints in the 
embodiment of claim 10, which is the most preferred practice. (See specification, 
page 15, lines 15-16). Further, the joints are defined by crossover yarns 
alternating from a position in the first layer to a position in the second layer, 
wherein a plain weave is maintained across each of the interconnected joints. 
Such crossover yarns are shown for example in Figures 5 and 6, where, reading 
from the left side of the Figure, the yarns "cross" from top layer 30 down to 
bottom layer 32 in between the woven in joints 16, and then back to the top layer 
30. In has been found by the inventor that such an arrangement forms a very 
tight gas seal, which is important in the practice of the invention. In the 
embodiment of claim 18, the number of yams between joints is about two to four 
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yarns. Page 15, line 16. In claim 23, the first direction is in the weft direction of 
the fabric, and the second direction is in the warp direction of the fabric. Page 4- 

5. 

Test Data. Quantitative results have been produced showing unexpected 
results and superiority of the claimed invention as compared to prior art. See 
Evidence, Appendix IX herein. Applicant has conducted testing to prove 
unpredictable and unexpected results by comparative testing of the invention to 
the embodiments that represent the cited prior art of the Japanese 875 Patent. 
The Declaration of John A. Sollars, Jr. provided in the Evidence Appendix IX 
herein fSollars Declaration*') shows actual test data proving the superiority of 
reducing the number of yarns between interconnected joints. This data directly 
compares the invention to samples made according to the arrangement in the 
Figure 2 of the prior art reference Japanese 875 cited in the Office Action. The 
test data shows the unpredictable and unexpected results of the invention, which 
rebuts the rejection for obviousness. 

Nq Obviousness In Light of Section 103(a). It would not be obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
teachings of the Japanese 875 utility model to make the invention as claimed. 
The inventor in this instance discovered that by significantly reducing the number 
of yarns in the region between interconnected joints, it was possible to 
substantially improve air retention in airfoag structures using a modified seam 
with modified yarn arrangement. This discovery was unpredictable and 
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unexpected. There is no teaching in the cited art of reducing the yarns in a 
region between interconnected joints. There is no such teaching in the Japanese 
875 utility model. In fact, there are contrary teachings in the prior art. At least 
one prior art reference teaches away from a reduction in the number of yams 
between interconnected joints. 

The Invention. The invention, in one embodiment, includes an airbag 
cushion structure of interconnected woven in joints that resist gas permeation, 
the structure having between the first and second interconnected joints 2-4 yarns 
in the first layer and 2-4 yarns in the second layer. Thus, in the invention, 
woven in joints are provided with a two-layer total of between 4 and 8 yarns per 
two-layer structure between joints, i.e. counting both the top and bottom layers 
between interconnected joints. One such embodiment of the invention is 
illustrated in the patent application in Figures 5-6. The use of closely spaced 
joints in useful in forming flow barrier elements in the airbag cushion, as 
described on page 15 of the patent application specification. It has been found 
that the use of such a structure in airbags of the invention resist gas leakage, and 
therefore retain gas pressure for longer periods of time. Sollars Declaration, 
paragraph. 4. 

Japanese 875 Patent. John Sollars, the inventor, reviewed Japanese 
Utility Model 50 [1975] - 145875 to Katsutoshi Ando et al. (hereafter "the 
Japanese 875 patent"). Figure 2 of the Japanese 875 cited prior art is an airbag 
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with a weave that includes twelve total (12) yarns, the structure having six (6) 
yarns in each layer of a two layer structure, between interconnected joints, for a 
total of 12 yarns between joints. Sollars Declaration, para. 5. 

Actual Testing. The inventor, John Sollars, conducted testing of the 
seams of the invention, as compared to seams as shown and disclosed in the 
Japanese 875 patent Sollars Declaration, para. 6. He made special airbags 
using the so-called "cross-over seam of the invention, having interconnected 
joints as described and claimed in the patent application. Airbags were made 
with 4 total yarns (2 per side) between interconnected joints as a representative 
example of the invention. Furthermore, other comparative airbags were made in 
the same manner, but with 12 total yarns (6 per side) between interconnected 
joints to represent the Japanese 875 patent embodiments, Sollars Declaration, 
para. 6. The pressure readings on the Y-axis of the graphs of Figure 1-2, 
attached to the Sollars Declaration, represent the pressure experienced in the 
airbag over time, after pressure is applied to the airbag seam. Results are seen 
in Figure 1, Sollars Declaration. The full size airbag was tested at a higher, more 
rigorous pressure, as shown in Figure 2. Sollars Declaration, para. 6. 

Unexpected and Unpredictable Results. In all instances, the airbags 
having seams with 12 yarns between interconnected joints, or 6 per side (See 
Figure 2 of Japanese 875) undesirably leaked down to a lower pressure faster as 
compared to the leak down rate of the seams of airbags that employed the 
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invention. Sollars Declaration, para. 7. It is more desirable, and the airbag of 
greater value in the market, if the airbag retains air pressure as long as possible. 
Sollars Declaration, para. 7. A seam type that will retain pressure longer will 
allow the use of less coating material to achieve the required and specified leak 
down requirement. This savings of material translates in to product cost savings 
and economic advantage. These tests results are unexpected. See Sollars 
Declaration, para. 7. 

Substantial Improvement The invention, in one laboratory test, showed 
a 22% improvement in performance compared to the sample made in a manner 
that is similar to the Japanese 875 prior art. Sollars Declaration, para. 8. This 
advantage of the invention shows even a higher relative difference at the typical 
5-6 second time interval required in the industry, i.e. the seams of the invention 
compared to the seams shown in the Japanese 875 teachings. Sollars 
Declaration, para. 8. For example, the data showed when tested at 10,15 psi 
airbag pressure, at 5 seconds of elapsed time, for a full size bag, a 12 yarn wide 
seam showed 6,24 psi. At 5 seconds of time for the 4 yarn seam (invention), the 
pressure value of 7.61 was recorded . This is an increase in performance for the 
4 yarn sea m/airbag of the invention of about 22% improvement compared to the 
Japanese 875 sample . This is very significant! 

34% Pencent Improvement at Elevated Test Pressure. In another 
example tested on actual full size airbag cushions, the invention showed a 34% 
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improvement when compared to the prior art Japanese 875 sample So liars 
Declaration, para. 9. In this industry, a 34% improvement is substantial and 
significant. The higher and more rigorous starting pressure, as shown in Figure 
2, of 14.5 psi, causes even greater shifting of the yarns in the undesirable 
Japanese 875 sample, with undesirable gas leakage through the seam of the 
Japanese sample, Sollars Declaration, para. 9. Further, at the 14.5 psi starting 
pressure, at 5 seconds, the percent improvement was about 34% when 
comparing the 4 total yarn seam of the invention to the 12 total yarn seam of the 
Japanese 875 embodiment. These are significant and unexpected results in the 
difference in the ability of these two samples to retain applied gas pressure when 
used in an airbag. Sollars Declaration, para. 9. The results are due to the 
discovery which embodies the new seaming arrangement. 

This is very significant! There is no factual evidence in the record to rebut 
the clear technical findings of this testing. Further, there are no facts in the 
record which rebut the testimony of Sollars that the results are unpredictable and 
unexpected. 

No Motivation. There is no motivation expressed in the Japanese 875 
patent for changing the number of yarns as displayed in Figure 2 or Figure 4 of 
Japanese 875 to reduce the number of yarns in both of these layers. There is 
simply no cited teaching in the art for changing the structure of Japanese 875 to 
conform to the claimed invention, and the only source applicant has found for a 
motivation to make such a change is the hindsight reconstruction bv the Office 
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Action — that is — intentionally modifying the prior art to conform it to meet the 
stated and disclosed structure of the claimed invention, using the claimed 
invention as a guide in making such a theoretical modification . This type of 
hindsight reconstruction which uses as a guide the applicant's claimed invention 
is insufficient to establish obviousness under Section 103(a). In fact, it is legally 
insupportable. 

The Japanese 875 reference is very brief in its disclosure. It shows one- 
half of one page of text, and a few simple figures. The text appears to say 
nothing about providing an improved seam for resisting air leakage, and there 
apparently is nothing in the reference that would suggest that the six yarns per 
layer in Figure 2 would or would not have any effect on retained gas pressure if 
such a seam structure were used in an airbag. There is no reason for a person 
of skill in the art to look to this reference for a weave or seam arrangement when 
searching for a seam that will resist leakage under pressure conditions. The 
reference teaches instead the use of "connecting parts", which has no 
applicability to the present invention, or to air leakage. 

The seam of the invention is most useful in side curtain airbags, which 
require high gas pressures for relatively long periods of time. Side curtain bags 
must retain pressure for 5-8 seconds, which is 50-100 times longer than the 
conventional airbags of the 1970s. The prior art Japanese 875 reference, due 
to its age dating from 1975, could not possibly refer to the modern high pressure 
side curtain airbags, but instead would most likely apply to conventional frontal 
impact type airbags — which have very little or no gas pressure retention 

12 

PAGE 13/26 * RCVD AT 6/18/2008 9:31 :39 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF<5/32 * DNIS:27383Q0 * CS!D:8645031999 ' DURATION (mm-ss):06-06 



86/18/2088 09:44 8645031999 



MILLIKEN LEGAL 



PAGE 14 



requirements. Thus, this reference was not directed to solving the problem of 
the invention, that is, gas retention . 

No Prima Facie Case. There is no prima facie case of obviousness, 
since the claimed reference does not teach all the elements of the claimed 
invention. In the invention, it has been found that an inflatable airbag cushion 
may be constructed that employs multiple fabric layers having relatively closely 
spaced interconnected woven in joints. This structure has been found by the 
inventors to desirably resist gas permeation across the joints. That is, in the 
practice of the invention, there is a first interconnected joint and a second 
interconnected joint. The first and second interconnected joints run generally 
parallel to each other. The first and second interconnected joints each form a 
woven union of said first and second woven fabric layers along the length of the 
interconnected joints. The number of yarns positioned between said first and 
second interconnected joints in the practice of the invention is no more than 
about four yarns in each of the first and second layers. It has been found that 
using no more than about four yarns in both the first and second layers resists 
gas permeation across the joint, which is highly desirable in airbag performance. 
Thus, this structural feature is especially advantageous in the gas retention 
characteristics of the airbag cushion, and there is no recognition of this structure 
or its performance advantage in the cited reference. 

Japanese 875 is Insufficient The Japanese 875 patent does not teach 
using no more than four yarns in a first layer. Further, the Japanese 875 patent 
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does not teach using no more than four yarns in the second layer. Thus, this 
prior art reference does not provide a prima facie case of obviousness, since the 
feature of having a reduced number of yarns in this region with four yarns or less, 
or even between 2 and 4 yarns per side — is completely missing from the 
Japanese 875 reference. 

The Specification is Clear and Specific. The specification indicates 
clearly the advantages of the airbag structure of the invention. On page 4, lines 
21-22 of the disclosure, the inventive cushion structure is stated to "retain gas 
pressure for a prolonged period of time after inflation". Likewise, Figure 5 and 6 
are disclosed as particularly preferred embodiments of the invention (see page 7, 
lines 15-21), and Figures 5 and 6 show no more than four yams in both the first 
and second woven fabric layers. Further, on page 15, lines 15-17, the 
specification indicates: "In the most preferred practice only about two to four 
yarns in each layer of fabric will be disposed in the region between the closely 
spaced joints (FIGS. 5 and 6)". Further, it is stated: "The use of very closely 
spaced joints is believed to be particularly useful in forming the flow barrier 
elements 14 which define the perimeter of the cushion." Page 15, lines 22-23. 
To achieve c|osely spaced joints, one preferably may use no more than four 
yarns in the first and second woven fabric layers. Thus, it is evident in the 
applicant's specification that the use of closely spaced joints, with a minimized 
number of yarns between the joints, assists in the retention of gas pressure and 
structure of flow barrier elements in the practice of the invention. 

Prior Art Teaches Away From Invention, In fact, some prior art teaches 
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away, i.e. teaches in favor of increasing the number of yarns between joints. 
This adds further to the fact that this invention was unpredictable to one of skill in 
the art . That is, the use of a crossover yarn which begins in one layer and 
"crosses over" to a second layer is shown, for example in U.S. Patent No. 
3,991 ,249 to Yamashita et al. Figure 1 D of this Yamashita patent (which was 
cited in applicant's Information Disclosure Statement of May 10, 2004) shows a 
"crossover" yam 4a that is used for forming the face fabric of the tubular weave 
portion 1. This yarn 4a is also used in the Yamashita disclosure for forming the 
back fabric of small weave portion 2a. Figure 1 A illustrates a woven airbag 
material with a plurality of stitched portions 2 formed at a position between two 
adjacent tubular weave portions 1 . The length of each small tubular weave 
portion 2a and 2b is a full 2 centimeters. See column 6, lines 5-8. This prior 
art patent suggests using a great number of yarns (i,e. several centimeters in 
woven width) between the points at which crossover occurs in an airbag fabric. 
Thus, this teaching of Yamashita counsels in favor of using substantially more 
yarns (i.e. orders of magnitude more !) than is shown in Japanese 875 in such 
the intermediate zone between tubular weave portions. This Yamashita 
reference, therefore, counsels in favor of using much more than a maximum of 
four yams in the region between joints. This makes it even more likely that a 
person of skill in the art would be led to go against its teaches in reducing the 
number of yarns between joints. 

No Suggestion in Japanese 875. There is no suggestion in Japanese 
875 to alter the structure of the airbag shown in that reference to change the 
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number of yarns employed in that structure. The only suggestion found is 
invented in the language of the Office Action, and in response to review of 
applicant's invention and specification. This sort of hindsight reconstruction of 
prior art to try and conform or change the structure of the prior art to approximate 
that of the disclosed invention is not an appropriate manner of approaching 
obviousness under Section 103. 

Rejection on the Basis of Unclaimed Embodiments is Improper The 
Office Action states that the test data results are not persuasive because 
"applicant also teaches using more than 4 yarns.... for each layer" in other 
disclosed embodiments. This argument that the data is somehow 
"unpersuasive" simply because data was not generated for certain disclosed but 
unclaimed embodiments has no basis in the law . There is no legal basis for 
arguing a lack of unexpected results, in the face of clear evidence to the contrary, 
simply because certain unclaimed embodiments (which are not at issue here) 
may not have been tested during the experiments- 
There is no requirement in the law to prove that all embodiments disclosed 
but currently unclaimed in Applicant's specification perform in a similar manner. 
Applicant has claimed embodiments using no more than four yarns in the first 
layer and no more than four yams in the second layer (claim 10, for example). 
This refers to a maximum of four yarns per side. Other independent claims 18 
and 23 for "two to four yams 11 for each of the first and second layers, i.e, they 
are directed to two to four yarns per side. 
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There is no requirement to test every single embodiment within the scope 
of the claim. That is, there is no requirement to test two yarns per side, three 
yarns per side, and four yarns per side. The tesjt data directed to two yarns per 
side is directed to an embodiment that is within all of the independent claims on 
appeal here, and is entirely appropriate . This is sufficient to show unexpected 
results in light of the prior art structure. There is no legal requirement to test all 
points in a range, and the results still are unexpected, even if applicant has not 
tested each and every point in the range. A person of skill in the art could easily 
recognize the value of the results in proving the superiority of the claimed 
invention as compared to the cited prior art. 

Summary. Applicant respectfully submits that independent claims 10 f 18 
and 23 are patentable over the cited references. If an independent claim is non- 
obvious under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a), then any claim depending therefrom is non- 
obvious. In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 U.S.P.Q. 2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988). All of 
the dependent claims in Applicant's application depend either directly or indirectly 
from one of the two previously mentioned independent claims that are non- 
obvious under §1 03(a), 
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RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CINTIR 

JUN 1 8 2008 

Applicant therefore respectfully submits that claims 10, 13-16, 18, 22-23, 
and 37-41 are patentable, and are not properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a), 
in view of the cited prior art. Applicant respectfully submits that the rejections of 
claims should be reversed, and that these claims should be allowed to issue in a 
United States Patent. 

Respectfully submitted, 



John E. Vick, Jr. 
Registration Number: 33,808 

MILLIKEN & COMPANY, M-495 
P.O. Box 1926 
Spartanburg, SC 29304 
Telephone: (864) 503-1383 
Facsimile: (964)503-1999 



Date: 




tiptop * 
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CENTRAL PAX CENTER 

JUN 1 8 2008 

VttL CLAIMS APPENDIX 

Claims 1-9 (Canceled) 

10. (Previously Presented) An inflatable airbag cushion having multiple fabric 
layers and closely spaced interconnected woven in joints that resist gas 
permeation, comprising: 

(a) a first woven fabric layer and a second woven fabric layer, said first 
and second woven fabric layers each having a plurality of yarns running in a first 
direction, a weft direction, and a plurality of yarns running in a second direction, 
a warp direction, 

(b) a first interconnected joint and a second interconnected joint, said first 
and second interconnected joints running generally parallel to each other, said 
first and second interconnected joints each forming a woven union of said first 
and second woven fabric layers along the length of said interconnected joints, 
the number of yarns positioned between said first and second interconnected 
joints being no more than four yarns in said first layer and no more than four 
yarns in said second layer; 

(c) at least some of said weft yarns comprising crossover yarns, crossover 

» 

yarns of said first layer switching from a position within said first layer to a 
position within said second layer at said first interconnected joint, said crossover 
yarns further switching from a position within said second layer to a position 
within said first layer at said second interconnected joint; and 
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(d) wherein said crossover yarns are substantially free of floats at said 
interconnected joints. 

11-12. (Canceled). 

13. (Previously Presented) The airbag cushion of claim 10 wherein the 
number of said yams positioned between said joints is between about two and 
four yarns for each of said first and second layers. 

14. (Original) The airbag cushion of claim 10 wherein said crossover yarns are 
provided in a plain weave configuration that extends across said joints. 

15. (Previously Presented) The airbag cushion of claim 10 wherein in the weft 
direction each of said crossover yarns passes alternately over and under each of 
successive warp yarns in each of said joints. 

16. (Original) The inflatable airbag cushion of claim 13 wherein said crossover 
yams are provided in a plain weave. 

17. (Cancelled). 
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18. (Previously Presented) An inflatable airbag cushion having multiple layers 
and closely spaced interconnected woven in joints, comprising: 

(a) a first woven fabric layer and a second woven fabric layer, said first 
and second woven fabric layers each having a plurality of first yarns extending in 
a first direction and a plurality of second yarns extending in a second direction, 
said second direction being perpendicular to said first direction, 

(b) a first interconnected joint and a second interconnected joint, said first 
and second interconnected joints extending generally parallel to each other, said 
first and second interconnected joints each forming a woven seam joining said 
first and second woven fabric layers along the length of said interconnected 
joints, wherein the number of yarns positioned between said first and second 
interconnected joints is about two to four yarns in each of said first and second 
layers, 

(c) wherein said Joints are defined by yarns alternating from a position in 
said first layer to a position in said second layer, wherein said yarns are 
provided in a plain weave, said plain weave being maintained across each of 
said interconnected joints. 

19-21. (Canceled), 

22. (Previously Presented) The inflatable airbag cushion of claim 18 wherein 
said first and second layers are generally free from yam interconnections at 
locations which are between said first and second interconnected joints. 
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23. (Previously Presented) An inflatable airbag cushion comprising a woven 
fabric of dobby construction, said fabric comprising an inflating portion, wherein 
said airbag cushion comprises woven in joints, comprising: 

(a) a first woven fabric layer and a second woven fabric layer, said first 
and second woven fabric layers each having a plurality of first yarns running in a 
first direction and a plurality of second yarns running in a second direction, said 
second direction being perpendicular to said first direction, said first direction 
being in the weft direction across the fabric and said second direction being 
provided in the warp direction upon said fabric; 

( 

(b) a first interconnected joint and a second interconnected joint, said first 
and second interconnected joints running generally parallel and in the weft 
direction, said first and second interconnected joints each forming a woven seam 
joining said first and second woven fabric layers along the length of said 
interconnected joints, wherein the number of first yarns running in the weft 
direction positioned between said first and second interconnected joints is 
between about two and four yarns for each of said first and second layers, and 

(c) said second yarns alternating from a position in said first layer to a 
position in said second layer, further wherein said second yarns are provided in a 
plain weave, said plain weave being maintained by said second yarns across 
said interconnected joints. 

24-36. (Canceled) 
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37. (Previously Presented) The cushion of Claim 10, wherein said first and 
second interconnected joints run in the warp direction. 

38. (Previously Presented) The cushion of Claim 10, wherein said first and 
second interconnected joints run in the weft direction. 

39. (Previously Presented) The cushion of claim 10 wherein the number of 
yarns between said first and second interconnected joints is no more than two 
yarns in said first layer and no more than two yarns in said second layer. 

40. (Previously Presented) The cushion of claim 18 wherein said first and 
second interconnected joints comprise no more than two yarns in each of said 
first and second layers. 

41 . (Previously Presented) The cushion of claim 23 wherein said number of 
first yarns running in the weft direction between said interconnected joints is no 
more than two yarns said first layer and no more than two yarns in said second 
layer. 
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Of. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

The Declaration of John Solfars and its attachments Figures 1 and 2 were 
entered into the record and submitted to the Patent Office on October 31, 2007 in 
connection with a filing of a Request for Continuing Examination. The Examiner 
accepted it into the record, and the examiner discusses the evidence in the 
subsequent Office Action mailed January 24, 2008, on pages 3-4. 
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X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

None. 



PAGE 26/26 ' RCVD AT 6/1 8/2008 9:31:39 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRM/32 ' DNISOTOO 1 CS1D:8645031999 1 DURATION (mm-ss):06-O6 



